
Letter 4 Responses to Letter 4

4-1

4-2

4-3

4-4

4-1 Comment noted.

4-2 BMG considered mixing tailings with heap leach ore for placement on the heap leach
pad. It was determined that this would reduce precious metals recovery because the finer
grained tailings material would decrease the permeability of the heap leach material.
Also, the amount of tailings that would be generated by the project is far more than the
heap leach pad could hold; consequently, additional tailings facilities would still need to
be constructed. For these reasons, this approach was not further evaluated.

4-3 Section 2.4.14 of the EIS states, “All facilities presenting open solution surfaces, such as
the event pond and the solution staging tanks, would be covered with bird netting or other
suitable measures to protect migratory birds.” This does not preclude enclosing the
carbon process area (staging tanks) with a building structure; however, given the size of
such a building and the effectiveness of the current netting cover, the additional cost is
not warranted.

4-4 Mitigation measure S-2 (Grazing Management Plan) is designed to address long-term
management for protection of the ground cover. One of the principal reasons for this
measure is to maximize the potential for successful long-term waste rock cap integrity.
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Letter 4 Continued

4-6 Please see the response to comment 4-4. In addition, limited and carefully controlled
grazing and browsing are considered beneficial to the long-term health of perennial
vegetation communities.

4-7 The plan is to be developed in the short-term, but it is designed to address long-term
issues.

4-8 Comment noted. Please note that the perimeter fencing is described in Section 2.4.21.1
of the EIS in the subsection entitled “Fencing.”

4-9 The text has been revised in the Final EIS to remove a reference to wildlife fencing and to
indicate the fence would “discourage” livestock and human trespass.

4-10 The text has been revised in response to this comment.

4-5 Ground water flow modeling (Baker Consultants Inc. 2000a) predicted that a shallow pit
lake would form in the Minnie Pit under the No Action alternative, but subsequent
developments have made this less likely. Additional exploration drilling was conducted in
the vicinity of the Minnie Pit in 1999, and the shallow pond observed in the pit in late 1999
disappeared in early 2000. The drilling may have provided conduits to drain the saturated
zone feeding the pit, and it is now unlikely that the pit will again contain standing water.
Mitigation measure WR-7 (Section 3.2.4) addresses the uncertainty regarding water in
the Minnie Pit. Mitigation measure WR-7 states that if water is observed in the Minnie Pit
prior to pit backfill, waste rock added to the base of the pit would be amended with
neutralizing material, as would be done with Phoenix Pit backfill.
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4-11
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4-12

Letter 4 Continued

4-11 The description of the aquatic habitat in Section 3.5.1 of the Final EIS has been revised
to reflect existing fisheries in Willow Creek above and below the Willow Creek reservoirs.

4-12 The referenced text has been corrected as noted.

4-13 The referenced text has been corrected as noted.
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